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SECOND PRINTING! 
The first edition of PROBLEMS OF THE NEW CUBA is 


exhausted—less than a month after publication! We 
are therefore going into a second printing on the English 
edition. 


In Cuba, the bookstores are unable to supply the 
demand for the Spanish edition. 
Order your copy NOW 
Members—$2.50 Non-members—$3.00 
Orders should be sent to F. P. A. National Headquarters 
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GERMANY MANOEUVRES FOR POSITION 


Fipewsee eee HITLER’S reply to the London 
proposals of February 3' was communicated 
orally to the French and British Ambassadors in 
Berlin on February 14. The Reich “welcomes the 
suggestion” of a convention of mutual assistance 
against an unprovoked air attack and “is ready 
in principle to employ its air forces as a means of 
deterring disturbances of the peace.” Thus the 
existence of a German military air force — cate- 
gorically prohibited by the Treaty of Versailles — 
is now openly admitted. At the same time, the 
German government takes this opportunity to 
state that the danger of an armaments race “has 
arisen from the abandonment by the heavily armed 
states of disarmament as prescribed by the 
treaties.” 

Although the tone of the German answer is 
conciliatory, it completely ignores the question of 
German adherence to the projected Eastern Lo- 
carno and Central European non-aggression pacts 
which formed an integral part of the London com- 
muniqué. Hitler has skimmed the cream from the 
Pranco-British proposals by cleverly attempting 
to achieve legal abrogation of the disarmament 
clauses of the Versailles Treaty without becoming 
a party to the security system designed to stabilize 
the existing status quo and bring Germany back 
to Geneva. The Nazi government, moreover, sug- 
gests direct Anglo-German discussion of the whole 
problem, thus seeking to drive a wedge between 
France and Britain. 

The next move on the diplomatic chess-board is 
up to Paris and London, both of which have re- 
acted unfavorably to the German reply. This 
move will depend in large measure on the extent 
to which France and Britain succeed in maintain- 
ing the united front established at London. The 
reversal of Britain’s traditional policy of non- 
interference in continental European politics im- 


1 “The Franco-British Drive 


_ for Peace,” 
February 8, 1935. 


Foreign Policy Bulletin, 


plied in the London proposals has been motivated 
chiefly by realization that the British Isles are no 
longer immune from air attack. British interest 
in the French security system is secondary to the 
air convention — a fact on which Chancellor Hit- 
ler is apparently counting in his attempt to accept 
the air pact without the Eastern Locarno and Cen- 
tral European agreements. It must be recognized 
that isolationist opinion in the United Kingdom 
is strong, and that there is considerable sentiment 
against “entangling alliances” which might in- 
volve Britain on the continent should the inde- 
pendence of Austria or the status quo in the Baltic 
be menaced. Moreover, despite the revulsion of 
feeling against National Socialism aroused by the 
bloody purge on June 30, 1934 and the murder of 
Chancellor Dollfuss of Austria three weeks later, 
many Englishmen are convinced that the only way 
to safeguard the peace of Europe is to grant con- 
cessions to Hitler. 

Nevertheless, the British realize that they can- 
not remain aloof should rearmed Germany acquire 
a free hand to carry out the Hitler-Rosenberg 
schemes for expansion in the East. The consum- 
mation of Austro-German Anschluss, so close to 
Hitler’s heart, would also upset the European bal- 
ance of power to such an extent as to constitute 
an indirect menace to Great Britain. These fac- 
tors, plus British vulnerability in case of an attack 
from the air, not only explain the reversal of 
British policy as expressed in the London com- 
muniqué of February 3, but make it difficult to see 
how Hitler’s attempt to separate France from 
Britain can prove successful. 

The implications of the proposed air pact are 
far-reaching, for joint action against an aggressor 
in the air must be followed by similar punitive 
measures on land and sea. An air pact would thus 
in reality represent a comprehensive mutual as- 
sistance treaty which would function without de- 
lay and automatically determine the aggressor 


—— 


state, thus solving the difficulty which has wrecked 
so many peace projects since the war. On the 
other hand, an air pact alone would hardly offer 
France that security which it regards as essential. 
Chancellor Hitler is consequently still faced with 
the necessity of supplementing his peace speeches 
with concrete actions. 


MILDRED S. WERTHEIMER 
Italy Mobilizes Against Abyssinia 


Charging that five Italian colonial soldiers had 
been killed in an Abyssinian attack of January 29 
at Afdub, near Ual Ual, and that Abyssinia was 
massing troops near the Somaliland border, Italy 
announced on February 10 the “precautionary” 
mobilization of two divisions, totaling about 30,- 
000 men and including artillery, tanks and motor- 
ized units. Mechanics, engineers and roadbuild- 
ing experts were specially called up, and thousands 
notified to hold themselves in readiness. While 
these troops have been concentrated in southern 
Italy, more than 50 military airplanes and 3,000 
Fascist militiamen chosen from 75,000 volunteers 
have already left the country to reinforce the 
Somaliland garrisons. Extraordinary meetings 
of the Supreme Council of Defense and the Fascist 
Grand Council revealed that the government was 
ready to spend $850,000,000 in a two-year cam- 
paign to obtain “complete satisfaction” from 
Abyssinia. 

The alleged incident at Afdub aggravates the 
critical situation caused by the armed clash at 
Ual Ual on December 5, 1934.? In an effort to 
prevent immediate League action on Abyssinia’s 
appeal regarding the December clash, France and 
Great Britain forced Italy on January 19 to with- 
draw its demands and agree to negotiate a settle- 
ment “in the spirit” of the Italo-Abyssinian 
arbitration treaty of 1928. Now Italy has again 
demanded an apology from Abyssinia, an indem- 
nity of $44,900, and assurances that the Addis 
Ababa government will effectively control soldiers 
and tribesmen on its borders. Abyssinia has de- 
nied all the Italian charges and refused to pay an 
indemnity unless so ordered by an arbitration 
commission. Despite the feeling of outrage in 
Italy, Rome officials still expect a peaceful outcome 
through direct negotiations, believing that greater 
Italian troop concentration on the border would 
minimize the possibility of further Abyssinian 
attacks. While echoing Italy’s concern for peace, 
Emperor Haile Selassie has declared that the 
presence of large Italian forces in the disputed 


2. Cf. “The Italo-Abyssinian Dispute,"’ Foreign Policy Bulletin, Janu- 
ary 4, 1935. 


Page Two — 


area would undermine confidence in the proposed 
mixed commission for surveying the Somaliland. 
Abyssinian frontier; he affirms his country’s 
determination to defend its territory “to the last 
man, woman and child.” Hopes for a peacefy! 
settlement have been revived, however, by the Em. 
peror’s acceptance in principle of the creation of 
a neutral zone between the opposing armed forces, 


Speculation aroused by Italian mobilization 
differentiates between prospects of immediate 
war and Italy’s eventual aims in East Africa, 
Even should Mussolini fail to obtain satisfaction 
by a show of force, the numerical advantage of the 
Abyssinians renders a military advance unlikely 
until the arrival of the recently mobilized units: 
lack of water and roads would impede a thorough- 
going conquest. The fact, however, that Mus. 


solini has personally taken over the ministry of | 


colonies and appointed his predecessor in that 
office, General De Bono, as the first High Com- 
missioner for Italian East Africa; Italy’s delay 
in issuing an official communiqué on the Afdub 
attack until mobilization was well advanced; and 


the extraordinary meetings of the Fascist Grand # 


Council and the Supreme Council of Defense — al! 
indicate plans for a large-scale campaign which 
might not only further Italian colonial ambitions 
but serve to reduce the burden of a million unem- 
ployed. 

Italy’s long-term ambitions have apparently re- 
ceived the assent of interested European powers. 
In 1925 Great Britain promised to support Italian 


efforts to connect its colonies by a railway across ~ 
Abyssinia west of Addis Ababa and to recognize © 


western Abyssinia as an Italian sphere of influ- 
ence, provided British interests in the headwaters 
of the Nile were respected. The recent Franco- 
Italian agreement? has been thought to include an 
understanding giving Mussolini a free hand in 
Abyssinia. By exerting pressure on Abyssinia 
both at Geneva and Addis Ababa, France and 
Great Britain have apparently chosen to honor 


their diplomatic engagements toward Italy rather 


than their obligations under the League Covenant.. 


If Mussolini has French and British support, it is 
unlikely he will be deterred by the smaller states 
in the League from duplicating Japan’s feat in 


Manchuria. WILLIAM KOREN, JR. 


3. Cf. “A New Deal in Franco-Italian Relations,’ Foreign Policy 
Bulletin, January 11, 1935. 


International Combines in Modern Industry, by Alfred 
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A valuable study of international economic organization. 
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The Annual Meeting of the Foreign Policy Association, Incorporated, 


will be held at the Hotel Astor, New York, on Saturday, March 16, 1935. Luncheon will be served at 12:45 o'clock. 
A short business meeting will be held at 1:45, admission to which will be free to members who present their member- 
ship cards. A brief annual report will be presented by the president, Raymond Leslie Buell, which will be followed 
by an address by the Honorable Henry A. Wallace, Secretary of Agriculture. Tickets to the luncheon are available 
for members and non-members at the usual rates. Out-of-town members will be especially welcome. 


PROXY FOR BOARD OF DIRECTORS 


The candidates listed below have been nominated to serve on the Board of Directors of the Foreign Policy 
Association, Incorporated, as indicated, and have expressed their willingness to act if elected. The word “Re-election 
appears after the names of the present members of the Board of Directors who have consented to run again. 
Persons other than those nominated by the Nominating Committee are eligible to election, and space fs 
provided on the proxy for naming such other candidates. Attention is called to the fact that 
“‘All members of the Board of Directors shall be members of the Association who are 
so circumstanced that they can attend the meetings of the Board regularly.” 
Constitution, Article IV, Paragraph 8. 
In accordance with the provisions of the Constitution, the candidates receiving the largest number of votes cast 
at the annual meeting, March 16, 1935, will be declared elected. 


Please note that proxies cannot be used 
1. unless received at National Headquarters not later than Friday, March 15, 1935. 
2. unless the proxy returned is signed by the member. 
Only members of the Association who are citizens of the United States have voting privileges. 
Nominating Committee: RALPH S. RouNDs, Chairman 


CLARA HYDE CHARLES W. KELLOGG 
RAYMOND V. INGERSOL’. May Lapp SIMONSON 


Please cut along this line and sign and return the proxy to the office of the Foreign Policy Association, Incorporated, 
8 West 40th Street, New York, N.Y. 


PROXY 
Put cross (x) beside names of candidates of your choice. 
Vote for six in Class of 1937 and six in Class of 1938. 
I authorize Raymond Leslie Buell or Esther G. Ogden to vote for directors of the Foreign Policy Association, 


Incorporated, as indicated below: 
CLASS OF 1937 


BRUCE BLIVEN MRS. DWIGHT W. MORROW 
RE-ELECTION RE-ELECTION 
een | 
ERNEST GRUENING FRANCIS T. P. PLIMPTON 
RE-ELECTION Lawyer, New York 
CARLTON J. H. HAYES DR. FLORENCE R. SABIN 
RE-ELECTION Rockefeller Institute for Medical Research 


CLASS OF 1938 


WILLIAM A. ELDRIDGE HERBERT L. MAY 
RE-ELECTION RE-ELECTION 
MRS. LEARNED HAND MRS. HOWELL MOORHEAD 
RE-ELECTION RE-ELECTION 
WM. W. LANCASTER WALTER H. POLLAK 
Lawyer, New York RE-ELECTION 
tS Me ree 


Member 


